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Application Papers 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-3, 5-6, 8-10, and 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Pelletier et al. (U.S. Patent 6,496,569). 

As to claims 1 and 8, Pelletier et al. teaches a method for providing caller ID 
information for outgoing telephone calls (see abstract) comprising: 

reviewing each outgoing call at a primary switch cluster of a carrier to determine 
if the telephone call requires caller ID information (col. 3, lines 1 1-16); 

if the call requires caller ID information (col. 3, lines 29-31), determining if the 
outgoing telephone call is carrying the originating call's caller ID information or if the 
outgoing telephone call is carrying a valid caller ID information packet (col. 8, lines 32- 
34); 

if the call is not carrying any caller ID information (col. 6, lines 9-1 1 ; col. 8, lines 
35-37; col. 11, lines 9-12), providing a predetermined caller ID information packet to the 
primary switch cluster to be matched with the call (col. 4, lines 1 1-18); 
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if the caller ID information is not required, allowing the call to continue at the 
switch is inherent and well known to those skilled in the art. If caller ID is not required, 
the connection between caller and called parties established in normal manner. 

As to claims 2 and 9, Pelletier et al. teaches a control computer analyzes the call 
to determine whether the call requires caller ID information to be carried with the call 
(col. 3, lines 13-17 - where Pelletier discussed the computer readable program code 22 
resides in a computer network 20 determine whether the caller ID is required or can be 
provided). 

As to claims 3 and 10, Pelletier et al. teaches a database contains caller ID 
information (col. 4, lines 1 1-12 - SCP database 244) to be inserted at the switch with 
calls requiring caller ID information (col. 4, lines 12-18). 

As to claims 5 and 12, Pelletier et al. teaches the control compute is physically in 
a location different than the primary switch (Fig. 1 and 3, control computer is part/in 
network 20 and the primary switch for calling communication station is at central office). 

As to claims 6 and 13, Pelletier et al. teaches the method of claims 2 and 9 
having two or more computers (it is possible that there exist more than 1 computer in 
network 20 of Fig. 1 and not shown). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 4 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pelletier et al. (U.S. Patent 6,496,569) in view of Fotta (U.S. Patent 6,130,937). 

As to claims 4 and 1 1 , Pelletier et al. does not teach determining if the call should 
be completed or blocked based on a comparison of the call's originating information and 
its destination information against a "do-not-call" block lists. 

Fotta teaches determining if the call should be completed or blocked based on a 
comparison of the call's originating information and its destination information against a 
"do-not-call" block lists (abstract; col. 2, lines 2-21). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Fotta into the teachings of Pelletier 
for the purpose of if a consumer who expresses a desire not to be solicited by telephone 
calls from telemarketing, not be called. 

5. Claims 7 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pelletier etal. (U.S. Patent 6,496,569). 

As to claims 7 and 14, Pelletier et al. teaches a subscriber may use a computer 
to access the World Wide Web over the Internet to input/modify a privacy schedule (col. 
10, lines 7-14) and the party can transmit input to SN 250 or IP 290 (col. 8, lines 8-19). 
However, Pelletier does not explicitly teach the user inputs caller ID information into the 
database. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made that instead of inputting the scheduling, the user may input caller ID 



Application/Control Number: 10/630,469 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2614 

information into the database. This feature is well known in the art and the advantage 
of using this feature is also well known. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Bingaman et al. (U.S. Patent 6,000,031) teaches method and 
system for collecting and authenticating updates to a network-based directory service. 
Blumhardt (U.S. Patent 5,533,106) teaches method and system for processing calls 
wherein the display of calling party information has been inhibited. Garfinkel (U.S. 
Patent 6,330,317) teaches call blocking system. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Quynh H. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7489. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 6:30 A.M. to 
5:00 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wing Chan, can be reached on 571-272-7493. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://Dair-direct.uspto.qov . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



qhn . 

((Win ti^iA^j 

Quynn H. Nguyen 
September 18, 2006 



